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first part. 

America, reading aloud is considered one of the most 
important elements of public instruct, on ; it ts one of the bases 

^ tTrancT inf rot even reckoned as one of the so-called 
lighter arts or' accomplishments ; it is looked upon as a curiosity, 

as a superfluity, even as an affectation. 

Examine all grades of instruction ; nowhere will it be found. 
Is there a “course” of reading aloud, classes for its study, 
lectures on it, prizes for it, in any of the elementary schools? 
No. In commercial and industrial schools ? No. In the 
colleges? No. Neither masters nor pupils learn to read aloud. 
Pass on to the private educational establishments ; take in theii 
turn each of the liberal professions. Where do you find this 
study? Do barristers learn to read aloud? No. Do magis- 
trates? No. Do solicitors, registrars, or members of the 
scientific associations ? No. We have masters for all our 
organs, all our limbs, all our occupations. We are taught to 
dance, to swim, to box, to jump, to fence, to run ; the organ 
which is in use all day, in all circumstances of lif e > ^ ie 
instrument which serves as intermediary in all our connection 
with other people, the voice alone receives no instruction. 

Whence arises this singular anomaly? From three causes- 
Reading aloud is neglected or rejected (i) as useless, (A ^ 
superfluous, (3) as impossible. Let us examine these thre 
reasons from the elementary school point of view. 
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is also and abovelll h Leful° f al ° Ud is a g reeab le, but it 

their chief duty ^To^lcirn le^ 7 ^ S “ ffice - What is 

What should be their aim ? To eaTn Th - T* *** al ° Ud ' 
as possible, to recite them as well a eSS ° nS M <l uickl y 

them as long as possible. Now th^the " ^ 7 ° rcmember 
surely enable the punils to aH - ■ f* * art of readln S will 

proved to y„ u by 7y anL 7 *7 ■* 

c n y - cr to the second obiectinn 

Superfluous education is one of the great evils of • • 

system of public instruction Pnnilc § at evils of our existing 

of subiects Thf» r 1, Up ' S succu mb under the quantity 
o subjects. The time tables are positively plethoric The 

l„,ata 0mS Th a : e b l0 ° Sma " f ° r the - scholars l J 

contatm The hours are too short for the lessons that are 

crowded into them. Time is insufficient for teachers as well 

\vi, OI S< i ° ar \ ^ ow ^ 1cn find room for a new subject ? 
Where place it. What would give way for it? The answer 

is easy. The art of reading can only benefit education where 
it adds nothing, eliminates nothing, supersedes nothing, but by 
assimilation is our aid to all things. It is not a tax but an aid 
to memory ; it does not fatigue, but relieves and supports 
the mind. It is to education what the gastric juice is to the 
nutritive process : it causes and facilitates digestion ; it is not 
in itself a new factor, but a component part of all the other 
factors. 

The study of reading ought to bear on every subject. It is 
not a question of making pupils read selected pieces ; it should 
be imperiously required from them, that they should not read a 
single page, that they should not give a single explanation, or a 
single answer, or recite a single lesson, without observing the 
fundamental laws of the art of reading. 

This brings us far enough away from those public recitations 
on prize-days, which consist in putting children on a platform, 
dressed in their best clothes, and making them repeat some fable 
or dialogue with studied gestures, studied accents, and studied 
expressions. I should not like to grieve the parents to whom 
such ceremonies are a delight, but I cannot forget the jeers of 
the listeners, who, when all is over, amid paroxysms of laughter 
imitate the attitudes and intonations of these poor children. 

Simple stories, easy poetry, facts and ideas w. thin their 
grasp, such should be the subject matter given to children. 
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them to dance ; they must learn 

„ h*.^^^** ^ theyCa " PCrfe ^ 

"' aIk ’ th f understand- g68 . At a league’s distance 

:11 if fee Ls towards the s P r ‘ n f men to whom one could justly 
11 lived one of t about Montaigne, “ What 


fo D Tv m Madame de ^ country ,. Monsieur S( 

^harming neigbt>°“ r » hiffl , speak, united ,n his own 
Marc Girardin, for '* » contrast of a sceptical mind and 

person, curiously enongh. never known a more tender 

an affectionate h«£ adviser , or a more delightful 

friend, a » re o idly chat - complete liberty ,n con- 
companion for a to f ran kness. His common sense 

versation joined to of w hich he was so fond that it 

clothed itself m . f thg j oke turne d against himself ; 

delighted him m otnci.^ he was thoroughly competent 

to give a Roland for an^OJiver-t ^ ^ ^ idea of writing a 

T ° h ' m ,h art of reading aloud, and of making it the subject 
treatise on the art of ead, ng ^ Af(cr listening 

1-ousTy" ami attentively, he said i “ My Mend, on that theme 
vou may be able to make some brilliant variations, some 
bravura ^airs, which will meet with applause, but a serious 
Son no ; reading is not an art. It is the natural unction 
of a natural organ. There are people who read well ; there are 
others who read badly ; but the talent of the former is a gift, a 
charm, an accomplishment, anything you like that answeis. 
cannot be taught. Practice of this natural gift may give rise to 
some useful precepts, such as these : ‘ You should not speak 01 
read too much ; ’ in the same way, * Y ou should not walk too 
much or eat too much ; ’ ‘You should not read too loud or too 
fast ‘You should endeavour to understand what you read, an 
make it understood by others ; ’ but beyond these summary 
instructions, which would occupy but a few lines, there are 
such precise or definite rules for reading as would constitute 
an art. The art of reading condenses itself into a single rule 
You must read as you speak.” j 

I had great faith in M. St. Marc Girardin’s taste, and 
knew his rare sincerity ; but in this case I was convinced ' 
in the right, and moreover, I discovered beneath his c . ^ u e 
a thought to which he did not give utterance, and of which 
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' Vhi 1 ‘i h eXisted ' «wr- 

oo I resumed. 


you say. It is the same argument ° f trUth in what 

read men of the world in regard to USCd , by aI1 witt T a "d well 

not studied. In spite therefore of * S ’? J . ect which they have 

Sorbonne, you speak on this noint bClng & professor at the 

talk wittily on a sublet F aS a man of the world. You 
uny on a subject you know nothing about ” 

This unexpected rebuff rather nettled him 

1 continued calmly. 

I( The talenf /vf *.«„ jt • 


‘‘ The tabnt of reading is undoubtedly, in a <meat measure 
" - ,ike °ther arts, which am closed y^nS 
you have served your apprenticeship to them. Many men 
ithout special study, read pleasantly and with grace. You are 
a proof of for you read with effect, you are applauded when 
you read ; but you do not read-pardon my frankness-you do 
not read well.” } 

At this remark he smiled incredulously. “ What ! I do not 
read well ? ” 

“ No, and the proof of it is that should any one else read 
as you do, he would read badly.” 

“ Please explain yourself,” said he, laughing. 

“ Nothing easier. I have heard you read at the Sorbonne, 
during your course of lectures, fragments from Lamartine, from 
Corneille, from Victor Hugo, and at the Academy I have 
heard you read your own discourses. The difference was 


immense.” 

“ In what way ? ” said he, somewhat puzzled. 

“In this way. The verses of our great poets, as read by 
you, produced much applause. Why ? Because into that 
reading you put a great deal of your own intelligence, your 
own superiority of mind ; because you have a ringing voice, 
and an air of decision, personal charms which cloaked youi 
defects.” 

“ What are my defects, if you please ? ” 

“By force of its sonority, your voice is apt at times to 
become harsh. Your delivery is occasionally slightly 
declamatory or emphatic, and emphasis is never displeasing to 
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audience and give y OUr 


— vour audience ana give y OUr 

pnD le But change J your superiority nor 

young P e °B one who .. but your mannerism 

“ nner f,hol ”"<> “ 1'°ln ,o^U for the sole reason 
yOUr aU a inland he would , Now nothing is good 

r" ‘S *** 7T danger. Therefore,^ 

Xb ^-^^atne who knows how to read." 

rCa r Ever/mynn' 0 f.* SC °u« S es nobody could read as well as you." 
“Oh! your own d.scou ^ themse lves there as well ?” 

“ Why, do not my » U alities, because they form part 

-There, your defects examp l e will give you a better idea of 
of your personality. had written a charming thesis in 

my meaning. J u ^ Douce t’s. He asked me to read it for 
answer to one of Camille ^ ^ Qf doing so . said L < Why 

him in public. I it much better than I should.’ ‘ I dare 
not? You would . as wel p Your thesis is 


n0t ? i ridTuf iThould not read it as well. Your thesis is 
Say I S , is true that in reading I should not commit the same 
you. It is t should not drop my final syllables ; I 

s^oukl 'give ^point to the witty remarks ; but I could not assume 
hat nonchalant position, that indolent intonation, that air of 
utter indifference which completes your words by your individu- 
ality, and which in you are charming, because quite natural, but 
would be displeasing in me because they would be copied. 
Your discourse is that of a man who is fair and plump, I should 
read it as a man would who is thin and dark ; better read it 
yourself.’ He took my word for it, and his success proved that 
I was right. But had he read anybody else’s discourse in the 
same way it would have been a failure.” 

“Your anecdote is a pretty one,” said M. St. Marc Girardin. 
“But I do not see its point. I understand what you say, but 
do not see what moral you wish to deduce.” 

“ Another example may perhaps make you see it more 
clearly. As a reader, M. Viennet had a great reputation, whic 
he fully deserved when he read his own poetry. The hoarse 
voice, the brusque and would-be frank gestures, the lock of ha' 
standing upright on his head like a cock’s comb, the jov* 
intonations, all were the exact prototype of his class of talen , 
with all its vivacity and faint tinge of vulgarity. Add to ti 

that he looked leniently upon any of his own productions ; 1 
was singularly well pleased with himself, and this fact gave 
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his delivery when reading hie " — 

which electrified his audience °7 t P ° ems a warmth and fi ' 
should read some verses of M v WaS ° nce Proposed * ^ 
declined. Said I « TVVfu ^ lenn et’s at thp a ^ 

for I should be entirely nor 1 would 1 

part of M. Viennet's ” ,‘ h « -H*h is essentia ^ 

reading was a masterpiece.’ ” h bellef that what I l- 


reading was a masterpiece/’* ’ V ‘" ,he «ta 'STTv * 
This harmless little 

laugh, and he added gaily: ^ ^ St Marc Girardin 

“The inference, the inference wu • 

from all this ? ” ' What 'nference do you draw 

“ I infer that one must nor 

well because he commands apnlaL^ u" 7 h ° r that he roads 
writings ; in many cases £ very defect " ** his 
to his success ; the man is of ^ • tS aS a reader contribute 

I infer that Certain ^chosen “ ^ tbe re^ 

organisations, such as yours, which may be" pecuIlarl T , gifted 
with fixed rules because unn h i .. ' allowed to dispense 

be taken Into eons 1°“ ^ “ S °»’ »« « 

need ofif But I also infer a th “’ thou hast "° 

.1 • •. 7 7 r lhal ordinary mortals, the masses 

the majority, the lower classes, require to learn to read, and that 
the science which would be useful even to superior beings (for 
my dear friend, the fact of your being a little more scientific 
would not detract from your inborn talent) is absolutely 
necessary to all others.” 


“ But what does this science consist of? How define it?" 

“ The art of speaking and reading correctly.” 

“ Correctness implies rules. What are these rules?” 

“ They are of two kinds — material and intellectual— for the 
art of reading depends on the functions of a physical organ, the 
voice, and on those of the spiritual organ of thought. Shall we 
first discuss the voice ? ” 

“ Willingly,” said M. St. Marc Girardin. 

“ Well, then, as precision is requisite, I will reduce my 
remarks to writing, and then I will bring them to you. 

But, alas ! the war broke out ; I wrote nothing, I took him 
nothing, and it is only three months ago that I drew up this 
summary of my experiences, for the use of pupils in the 
elementary schools, at the express request of M. Bercot, one 
who is very much interested in public education. 


( To be continued . ) 



